PLANNING BOARD MEETING

TUESDAY, JANUARY 4, 2022, AT 7:00 P.M.
HELD REMOTELY VIA ZOOM
AND
AT THE TOWN OFFICE
329 WOODMAN HILL ROAD, MINOT
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Planning Board Members Present In Person: Chuck Buker

Planning Board Members Present Via Zoom: Vice Chair James Brown (ill),
Alternate John Geismar (ill)

Others Present In Person: Select Board Member Lisa Cesare, Resident
Christopher Gosselin, Stuart Davis from Davis Land Surveying, LLC, and
Planning Board Secretary Norma Dulac

Start Time: 7:04 p.m.
End Time: 7:49 p.m.

1.

Call to Order — Call to order at 7:04 p.m. James Brown — John
Geismar, Planning Board Alternate, will be voting as part of a quorum
this evening.

Appoint new Planning Board chair — James Brown — Opened the
floor for nominations for Planning Board chair? No nominations from
the Planning Board members present. Discussion between the three
Planning Board members present. Lisa Cesare — May have a few
persons that might be interested in serving on the Planning Board. Mr.
Brown proposed tabling this appointment until our next Planning
Board meeting on February 1, 2022. Lisa Cesare — It might be hard
for new people, if we do bring them in, to be expected, without
experience, to be the new chair. May have to realign the
responsibilities of who does what based on that. Would be hard to
expect them to take on a Planning Board member role as well as the
Planning Board chair role. Chuck Buker motioned to table appointing
a new Planning Board chair until the February 1, 2022, meeting. John
Geismar seconded the motion. James Brown — Any further
discussion? Planning Board — No. All in favor of the motion: Yes — 3
(by show of hands); No — 0. Motion passed and appointment is tabled.
Approve December 7, 2021, Public Hearing & Planning Board
Meeting Minutes — James Brown — Any comments or discussion
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regarding the minutes of the public hearing held on December 7,
20217 PB — No. John Geismar motioned to accept the December 7,
2021, public hearing minutes regarding receiving input on the Town
of Minot Land Use Codes and Comprehensive Plan updates to be
voted on in March 2022. Chuck Buker seconded the motion. James
Brown — Any comments or discussion regarding the minutes of the
December 7, 2021, Planning Board meeting? PB — No. Chuck Buker
motioned to accept the December 7, 2021, Planning Board minutes, as
submitted. John Geismar seconded the motion. James Brown — Any
further discussion? Planning Board — No. James Brown - All in favor
of approving the December 7, 2021, Planning Board minutes as
submitted: Yes — 3 (by show of hands); No — 0.
New Business — Christopher Gosselin presents to the Planning Board
with an amended subdivision plan for Lots 9 & 10. The amendment
plan adjusts the boundary lines for Lots 9 and 10 (R12-22-1 & R12-
22-J, 27 & 33 Pleasant Drive) on the Brighton Hill Acres Subdivision
to correct a boundary and setback issue concerning an existing
driveway and garage. Stuart Davis from Davis Land Surveying, LLC,
gave an overview of the situation. Mr. Davis — This situation came
about when Mr. Gosselin did some financing through the bank who
had a mortgage loan inspection performed. The bank inspection
revealed that the driveway on Lot 9 (R12-22-1) was partly on Lot 10
(R12-22-J) and portions of the drive did not meet the setbacks. Mr.
Gosselin and Mr. Davis decided that a revised plan with an equal
swap of land was appropriate. The owners of R12-22-J, Mr. & Mrs.
Wu, are agreeable to the proposed land swap. The lots are still the
same size as before the proposed land swap. The road frontage is still
250 feet for both properties. Nothing has really changed except for the
two little triangles being swapped between Lots 9 and 10, the area is
still the same, and they still have 250 feet of frontage. Mr. Gosselin
has an excavator lined up with a contractor who is going to move the
driveway back onto his property at some point, and then the pins will
be placed appropriately. We can address with the Planning Board any
items on the submitted application marked N/A but most of the items
marked not applicable do not apply in this situation. James Brown —
Went through the submission checklist. Has looked through the
application and nothing jumped out as an issue, except for page 8
(“this pre-application was first looked at by the Planning Board on
but does not create vested rights in the initiation of the review
process”). John Geismar — It is a warning to the applicant that they
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have no expectation that their application is going to be approved at
this point in time, and that they have no permit rights until the permit
Is approved, according to the rules. James Brown — Reviewed the
checklist, beginning on page 5 (from ‘Completed and Signed copy of
application with copies’ to ‘Stormwater & Erosion’ section). John
Geismar — Regarding setbacks, are these town setbacks or setbacks
applicable to the lot? James Brown — Are you looking under
easement, covenants, deed restrictions? John Geismar — If you look at
the plan it looks like there is a building envelope. Mr. Davis — The
setbacks that we are showing on the plan are the town setbacks; the
other setbacks and buffers were all on the original plan. Mr.
Gosselin’s house is within the buffers as well as Mr. & Mrs. Wu next
door. They are restricted on the amended plan, but we are showing on
this plan the municipal setbacks. Mr. Brown continued with review of
the checklist. He asked if the submitted plan shows the current
location of the driveway or where it is going to be moved to. Mr.
Davis stated that it is showing the current location. James Brown —
Any further discussion regarding the checklist? PB — No. John
Geismar — We have not looked at this application before, and we are
being asked to review this application for completeness and decide
what steps we want to take going forward, correct? James Brown —
Yes, procedurally what is being asked, now that the completeness
check has been done, is whether we will accept it as complete for
filing. Chuck Buker — Asked Ms. Dulac if the application fee had been
paid. Ms. Dulac — Yes. James Brown — The first question is do we
want to do a site walk/site inspection for this change? John Geismar —
Motioned that this application is complete. Chuck Buker seconded the
motion. James Brown — Any further discussion? PB — No. James
Brown - All in favor: Yes - 3 (by show of hands); No — 0. Chuck
Buker — Does not feel that a site walk is necessary. John Geismar —
Agrees that a site walk is not necessary. James Brown — Also agrees.
John Geismar - Motioned that a site walk regarding this amendment is
not necessary. Chuck Buker seconded the motion. Any further
discussion? PB — No. James Brown — All in favor: Yes — 3 (by show
of hands); No — 0. Motion Passes. Ms. Dulac — Does the Planning
Board want to have a public hearing and notify abutters? Mr. Gosselin
- Questioned whether a public hearing was necessary. Chuck Buker —
It is protocol to notify abutters via certified letters and hold a public
hearing as the abutters may have concerns that need to be heard and
addressed. Public hearing to be held at 6 p.m. on February 1, 2022.
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Public hearing notice will be published in the Sun Journal on Tuesday,
January 18, 2022. John Geismar — Asked Mr. Gosselin if he had an
idea when the contractor would begin work. Mr. Gosselin — The
contractor will begin before the bank’s March deadline. James Brown
— Any other questions for discussion? PB — No. Vice Chair Brown
thanked Mr. Gosselin and Mr. Davis for coming before the Board this
evening.

Old Business — None.

CEO Report — CEO did not attend tonight’s meeting. No CEO
report.

Adjournment — Chuck Buker motioned to adjourn the January 4,
2022, Planning Board meeting. John Geismar seconded the motion.
James Brown — Any further discussion? PB — No. All in favor: Yes - 3
(by show of hands); No - 0. Meeting adjourned at 7:49 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Norma Dulac — Planning Board Assistant



